that query, which allows us to determine whether we are in fact keepers of the global citizenry; and, if we are the keepers, then what are our duties and responsibilities both legally and morally? Intervention or failure to intervene often results in far reaching consequences, which may have direct effects on civilian populations and often direct or indirect effects on external forces, often economic and political. Therefore, in all instances, we must carefully consider what level of intervention would least likely cause harm to those we desire to assist, especially when this assistance includes effects that, more often than not, will be wholly felt within another sovereign's territory. Inherent in all interventions are questions of audience and commitment, i.e., the citizens' views, assurance for the country where the intervention may take place that the intervention is for the right reasons, and, perhaps most crucial, support after the intervention is complete. 6 After this brief introduction, part two of this Comment provides an overview of several recent interventions. Part three examines the "why"; part four develops the "when"; and part five discusses the "how." Finally, part six covers the conclusion and recommendation, highlighting an existing, volatile situation with recommendations of how it and other percolating conflicts should be undertaken by the community of civilized nations. The conclusion supports just interventions when they "are waged in defense of the only currency we all have: our basic rights and the individual autonomy from which we all derive." 7 People deserve to live without fear; interventions should start with the offer of peaceful settlements, if at all possible. If not, interventions should be undertaken with the interest of peace as the ultimate goal, even though war may be the only option to obtain that goal.
II. OVERVIEW -RECENT INTERVENTIONS
From the last decade of the twentieth century to the present, the United States and its allies have engaged in several interventions of various types. Interventions included humanitarian, "regime change" and "democracy promotion," as well as counterinsurgency strategies. The US politically, economically and diplomatically, just as we championed freedom for the captive peoples of the Soviet empire during the Cold War. Our values impel us to alleviate human suffering. But as a general principle, our country should do so militarily only when a national interest is also at stake.). government has taken the position that certain action may warrant US intervention. 9 The global community has engaged in interventions under the auspices of regional and multinational organizations for various reasons and in various situations. To secure "compliance with customs, principles, and norms that function as rules to regulated conduct"o by persons and states, sometimes force, punishment, or other methods must be employed." On one hand, such regulating efforts by the United States and its allies have been exercised in places like Afghanistan,1 well as other parts of Africa.1 8 On the other hand, the global community has remained silent in other situations, e.g., Sudan, where it has failed to intervene despite cries for intervention. By way of example, Africa exhibits many of the reasons why interventions are on the rise globally; oppression, corruption, lack of enforcement of women's rights, gender violence, poverty among the masses, and instability led to many of the internal coups, riots, and other acts of self determination throughout that part of the world.' 9 In fact, "The UN Security Council rarely acts effectively in crises, not only because of the veto power of its leading members but also because its members do not have a strong sense of responsibility for global security, and are not doomed to fail Iraq is a great example of the international community's continued responses to hostile acts against neighbors. The UN Security Council authorized "Operation Desert Storm," an intervention against Iraq in order to protect the Kurds. 25 The operation allowed intervening member states to use force "to terminate Iraq's occupation of Kuwait." 2 6
The Security Council buttresses its resolutions for intervention under the UN Charter mandates. [M]indful of its duties and its responsibilities under the Charter of the United Nations for the maintenance of international peace and security, Recalling of Article 2, paragraph 7, of the Charter of the United Nations, Gravely concerned by the repression of the Iraqi civilian population in many parts of Iraq, including most recently in Kurdish populated areas, which led to a massive flow of refugees towards and across international frontiers and to cross-border incursions, which threaten international peace and security in the region, Deeply disturbed by the magnitude of the human suffering involved . . . 1. Condemns the repression of the Iraqi civilian population in many parts of Iraq, including most recently in Kurdish populated areas, the consequences of which threaten international peace and security in the region; 2. Demands that Iraq, as a contribution to remove the threat to international peace and security in the region, immediately end this repression and express the hope in the same context that an open dialogue will take place to ensure that the human and political rights of all Iraqi citizens are respected; 3. Insists that Iraq allow immediate access by international humanitarian organizations to all those in need of assistance in all parts of Iraq and to make available all necessary facilities for their operations; 4. Requests the Secretary-General to pursue his humanitarian efforts in Iraq and to report forthwith, if appropriate on the basis of a further mission to the region, on the plight of the Iraqi civilian population, and in particular the Kurdish population, suffering from the repression in all its forms inflicted by the Iraqi authorities; 5. Requests further the SecretaryGeneral to use all the resources at his disposal, including those of the relevant United Nations agencies, to address urgently the critical needs of the refugees and displaced Iraqi population; 6. Appeals to all Member States and to all humanitarian organizations to contribute to these humanitarian relief efforts. 31. BYERS, supra note 28, at 40 (discussing how Security Council resolutions are sometimes worded ambiguously as a result of deliberate compromise).
32. Id. at 43 (discussing the military intervention in Iraq as interpreted to be authorized not only by UN Resolution 678, but also 1441, which was unanimously adopted after a finding that Iraq was in breach 
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U.S.-led "Operation Iraqi Freedom" (OIF). OIF included troops from the United States, Britain, Australia, Spain, as well as other countries. 34 The mission was to "disarm Iraq in pursuit of peace, stability, and security both in the Gulf region and in the United States." 35 After almost a decade, US soldiers finally left Iraq. One critic said the war was "launched under false pretenses" by President George W. Bush, and the death toll on both sides left a "destabilized Middle East, a newly emboldened and empowered Iran, and 'widespread hatred of the U.S."' 3 6
Nevertheless, "a government has been formed."
37 "Iraq still has a long way to go before it becomes a stable, sovereign, and self-reliant. country. Continued engagement by the United States [and the global community] can help bring Iraq closer to the American vision of a nation that is at peace with itself, a participant in the global market of goods and ideas, and an ally against violent extremists."
38
The United States intervenes in many instances in hopes that its presence will affect "the postconflict process of recovery and rehabilitation" 39 in regions that are entrenched in internal conflict. Humanitarian assistance has been realized as a result of the ravaging devastation that civilian populations experience during and after wars and internal conflicts. Collective intervention in humanitarian situations is emerging as an exception to the absolute state sovereignty rule, which basically acted as a shield to prevent interference in internal affairs. "It is 
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now increasingly felt that the principle of non-interference with the essential domestic jurisdiction of States cannot be regarded as a protective barrier behind which human rights could be massively or systematically violated with impunity."40 Hence, it appears that customary international law is adapting to the needs of the global society because of the belief that "[s]tates sovereignty must, on occasion, yield to human rights concerns.'41 For instance, the "duty to protect" women, children, and the general civilian population are inescapable reasons to intervene; this author argues it must be done, though, only with the smallest military footprint.
III. THE WHY
Nations should intervene because they have an inherent duty to protect human rights. " [P] rotecting the population'42 is a primary reason to intervene. When the major world organizations and the majority of nations agree that intervention is the correct option, interventions should also be undertaken. The global community of nations, after consulting and determining that no other avenue exists, should intervene because human rights are rights that all world citizens should enjoy. Intervention should never take place if the intervention is based on "political objectives,"A 3 or nation-building, or to chase warlords. The North Atlantic Treaty Organization ("NATO") has been criticized for not listening even though the situation indicates that the approach may not be correct." Adjustments must be made and better strategies have to be considered. But a major organization or a single nation cannot be prevented from intervening solely because of "fears that the absence of a substantial number of NATO [or UN] members ... [may signal] a lack of solidarity . . . ."' Nations should intervene to ensure that citizens who rise up against their leaders--especially those who are oppressing and committing heinous acts--in an effort to bring about change against oppressive regimes are supported and protected. Nations must call upon sister nations to share the burden that was 40. TES6N, supra note 2, at 239 (discussing humanitarian intervention and the models of intervention) ( 
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[Vol. 23:2 SHOULD THE UNITED STATES INTERVENE evinced in the Libyan intervention, so that burden sharing "becomes the rule, not the exception;" 6 then, when other situations arise, as they are sure to, "the international community [will] respond[ ] swiftly"4 7 and effectively to protect civilians.
IV. THE WHEN
Interventions should only take place after the whole panoply of options has been exhausted: political/diplomatic, economic, and the effective use of the international rule of law. They should be undertaken after the global community of nations, especially the United States and its allies determine "exactly what and whom we are supporting."4 8 Unintended consequences, 49 backlash from prior interventions,so and objectors' viewssI must also be considered and heavily weighed. Governance and follow-up after an intervention must be determined because it is essential to the nation's stability. The duty to protect must be balanced against the sovereign's rights. Some ask if the United States would allow a foreign sovereign to intervene in its territory. However, this query is not legitimate in determining whether to intervene because any nation, including the United States, could be placed in a situation where the community of 50. Arab Mujahedin assisted the Afghan Taliban with its resistance movement, and "American operations that harassed villagers, bombings that killed civilians, and Karzai's corrupt police and officials were alienating villagers and turning them into our favor. Id. at 40.
51. Weymouth, supra note 44, at 45 (discussing nuclear ambitions and world events with Iranian President Ahmadinejad). Ahmadinejad stated:
Since NATO entered Afghanistan, terrorism has increased tenfold and the production of illicit drugs has increased fivefold. nations would have to decide when to intervene.
Intervention should definitely take place after a UN Resolution is passed. 52 Additionally, if the United Nations refuses to act and conditions change to imminent breaches of human rights, widespread systematic attacks on civilians, and severe breaches of the peace that affect the civilian population, then intervention should occur. President Barack Obama's decision to "[carry] out the raid that killed Osama bin Laden" 53 demonstrates that one or more nations may have to take up the mantle in order to protect. Interventions should happen when all other options, including diplomacy and sanctions, have been exhausted, and the duty to prevent civilian carnage is imminent.
54 Until then, intervention should be the "last resort, not a first choice." To illustrate, some of the strictest sanctions have been leveled against Iran for its buildup of nuclear capabilities, which threatens the global peace; in some ways they appear to be ineffective as a deterrent.
56 Some think an intervention or a war should be declared to protect humanity. "Iran is a decade into a determined effort to become a nuclear power. If U.S. sanctions don't force Iran's leaders to comply with international demands to prove their program is peaceful, Israel [unilaterally] has said it will take military action to destroy it." 
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[Vol. 23:2 the correct approach. The German government has stated that the approach should be a political/diplomatic approach, which was evinced by the German and French governments' expelling Syrian ambassadors. 59 The level of disconnect also may not be the same in Syria as it was in Libya; reports say "high-level dissent" 60 is absent in Syria, and even though "regime change is overdue . . . a slow squeeze is a smarter solution than war." 6 1 But for many, the "brutal crackdown on mostly peaceful prodemocracy protests and Assad's tanks shelling civilians," 62 are examples of sufficient reasons to intervene. Such actions caused one Syrian colonel to defect "to take responsibility for protecting civilians" and made a desperate plea calling on "people of conscience, on people of humanity: please help the Syrian people." 6 3
A critical part of the analysis, which works in tandem with the political approach, is the economic approach.64 The UN Charter provides that economic measures may be used in cases where acts of aggression and other breaches of the peace are occurring.
6 5 These measures should be stringently used prior to a decision to intervene. Even though the United States acknowledges that the economic and diplomatic approach is an option, it readily posits, "[w]hen it comes to military options ... at the end of the day, we in the Department of Defense have a responsibility to look at the full spectrum of options and to make them available if they are requested." Another option to consider before intervention is using international law effectively. "From the U.S. perspective, the 'rule of law' offers a powerful mechanism to end violence . . . . Some critics do not accept increase as a result of the rebel action, the divided country, which includes hostile religious groups and ethnicities, as well as the global response, or lack thereof, to finding solutions). 60. Fareed Zakaria, The Case Against Intervention in Syria, TIME, June 11, 2012, at 16 (discussing reasons why a military intervention will not work in Syria: geography and the inability for the opposition to unify 
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"lawfare" as a legitimate tool to effectuate legitimate changes in modem wars. 68 They view "lawfare" as a malignant weapon of war, with a strategy that uses law to "gain negative publicity for the enemy country." 69 "Lawfare is an assault on the people of free nations to exercise their constitutional rights to free speech under both international and domestic laws." 70 The weapon they use is the rule of law that was originally created not to quiet the speech of the innocent, but more to subdue dictators and tyrants. Ironically, it is this very same rule of law that is being misused to empower these tyrants and to thwart free speech about national security and other public concerns. "Lawfare" is an attack on the sovereignty of democratic States. "Lawfare" is a pun, a not so funny play on words based on the shared power of the law that is as strong as the power of military might, especially when it is misused and abused. Continued use of lawfare will erode the integrity of the national and international legal systems and result in the unfortunate and increased use of warfare to resolve disputes. 71 An example of the correct use of "lawfare" is Charles Taylor's indictment in the Special Court of Sierra Leone, as well as successes in the International Criminal Tribunal for the Former Yugoslavia ("ICTY") and the International Criminal Tribunal for Rwanda ("ICTR"). The country in crisis should ask for assistance; after these questions are answered and a global consensus has been reached, then and only then should sovereigns intervene in another sovereign's internal affairs. This intervention must be based on humanitarian concerns that do not lend themselves to the aforementioned process.
Currently, the sentiment from Syria's leadership is that "[t]he Syrian problem is one that can be resolved only by Syrians." 7 2 At this point, if the operations, which then potentially forced the enemy to defend themselves in multiple arenas." Id. at 74.
29 (2010) (arguing that "Lawfare is a weapon designed to destroy the enemy by using, misusing, and abusing the legal system and the media in order to raise a public outcry against that enemy."). 73 which showed the international community that "support of at least the absence of opposition of a majority of UN members states" 74 had been verified. Syria is not getting the attention that Libya received. The outrage over civilian casualties, urgent calls for aid, and a cry to protect those who are rising up against Syria's leader, Bashar al-Assad, beg the international community to consider all options. Some believe intervention should be imminent; others "preferred tighter and more coordinated sanctions." 76 "Our strong preference is not to fuel what has the potential to become a full-blown civil war," and there is no desire to arm the opposition either.
77
The international community responded quickly in Libya. The UN Security Council placed serious sanctions against the country and "referred Qaddafi's crimes against humanity to the International Criminal Court." The international community joined in and took measures to ensure proper pressure was exerted, including persuading the United Nations to pass a resolution so that the international community could protect Libyan civilians from imminent danger. diplomatically and] peacefully," 8 ' then actions must be taken. This veto represents the UN Security Council and the international community's abandonment of a people in crisis.
8 2 Intervention should take place when all options "to halt the violence" 83 and other abuses have been exhausted. Sometimes this will include instances when the UN Security Council fails to take diplomatic and other opportunities to resolve conflicts, or, when diplomatic approaches fail. 84 The United Nations has tried, through former Secretary General Kofi Annan, to negotiate with Syria's ruler, Bashar Assad.
85 "Mr. Assad needs to know that unless he rapidly adheres to Mr. Annan's proposal, diplomatic and logistical backing will be given to establish humanitarian safe zones--on the Syrian side of the border." 8 6
Intervention should be inevitable, when it is "time to get tougher," After the "Why" and "When" have been evaluated, the "How" must then be determined. The United States and its allies should first approach the situation by "building partner capacity." 90 In other words, help the state defend itself, if at all possible, by providing it "with equipment, training," security intelligence, consulting, and strategic support. 9 1 Improving the way the United States comes to the decision to intervene is critical, because the outcome and the impact on the country's reputation is a critical "key and enduring test of U.S. global leadership and a critical part of protecting U.S. security as well."
92 Intervention "is an imperfect duty." 93 The why and instability, and threats to humanity that have become extremely commonplace. Internal turmoil is constantly percolating or actually exploding at an increasing rate around the world. A modem intervention analysis must consider that militants, dissidents, and peaceful protesters have access to new technologies, and many have had prior military training. These factors must be considered and integrated into an intervention analysis because resources are not only available to the good guys--the potential interveners--but are also available to the militants as well, which often results in devastating impacts on the local civilian population, especially when civil war or other internal conflicts break out.
In the United States, there is a growing resentment that the threat of terror has resulted in costly interventions in foreign places, resulting in billions of dollars spent both internally and externally defending and protecting other nations. Many Americans are not pleased with internal wiretapping endeavors, surveillance of civilians, and intrusive body searches at security points that have resulted in the aftermath of interventions and terror threats.' 1 9 Internal efforts have resulted in the United States becoming "a national security state."l 20
Moving forward, the global community cannot avoid its responsibility. As the global citizenry, in various and sometimes obscure parts of the world, react as a result of their governments failing them and continue to assert their right to "self-determination," their desire for needed regime changes, their right to have equality in treatment, and their right to be safe, world leaders and their allies will be called on directly or indirectly to protect such inalienable rights.
International norms relating to intervention often result from the hue and cry of many around the world. Nations and international organizations are expected to heed the call and offer assistance during and after intervention.121 A model for help beyond interventions is the suggestion that the United States retain its influence in Afghanistan by carefully disbursing foreign aid and continuing its relationship with the Afghan National
